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I told you of ay 


?0I requests of Clawson, today i got a reply from uohn bean. a. copy 
ox my response/ appear is enclosed, it you want his letter, i ~a bo glau. to s-~ud iv to /-ou. 
T@pd it with. i*oh Woodward, who doss not interpret it as I do® 


ly response/ appeal is 




sumea over 


— ■ 'HQiZX 3 2 i-liO 2.II1 Orkici un.QXi V7U-1. Cli ,y OU X>0 t-ii. Xl£t> 

ox xxivoBt»Xj^Q.1xi.oxx onu xs ti part ox i^s XiivoGtii^iXiory i xi es • 

to the FBI could, be used as evidence in the original prosecution of charges against l '-r. 


O tue i- OdeX'cli- utlTOcXU. 
of the material provided 


Lsciosea prxoj 


Hunt, the beoartmsnt of Justice lias requested tiiat none of it be publicly 
to the completion ox that prosecution. 1 ’ 

1 have read the indictment with care, Hone of this is relevant to any of the charges. 
All I asked is the days Hunt worked for the White -ouse after larch 29, 1972. lie is not 
charged with working for the White House. Jean’s real purpose is to contrive a means of 
refusing to -dve me what was without the waiver public information if the investigatory- 
file exemption alone were to be invoked (he'd have done better with another/, in doing at, 
ho- has just about said the white House is tied up in tins whoxe ness. How sx.se 
relevant to the existing indictment? Dean does not hold out the possibility of 

His language is "in the prosecution of charges against A *r. 


indictment of 


-urn 


can it be 

x \jl£ tllCI* 
Hunt'* and 


he refers to "that prosecution' 1 


x think more 


ci 


in Hixson’s profiting from roatin 


his own property to 
understand he- gets 


the government and in getting free the benefit of ail improvements, x 
-5200,000 for Han Clemente alone but pays on it only J1 00,000 a year. Pretty gooc deal if 
he gets paid 0200,000 a y.ar for staying at his own house, all travel am; other expenses 
also paid! 

And I’d be surprised if a simple check on property records wouldn’t show something 
very wrong with his purchase of the former Homer Cummings property on Forrest ^ane right 
after that no 1 boy Checkers speech, ‘fhe reported price was 050,000. l knew t.x? nouse and 
grounds. They had to have been worth imweasureably more, even then. Unless there have boon 
changes on Forrest Lane, this property was on the turn-around dead-end circle, on the right 
going in from 49th Street, the only way in. 


Your fine r 
alleged denials 
xt at fault, the 

Tha report! 


ecea o 
of what tiw. 
to S’ 


editorial (which couldn’t cover everything) ditin * f note that all the 


everyth: 

fust is said to have said are denials of what, unless my memory 
ciici not charge. ilxLs has become stixm govemment semantics. 


i hope you can keep 


up. 


bincerely. 


Harold Weisberg 



